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Detailed Action 

Response to amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments/amendments with respect to pending claims 1-15 and 17-26 
(Cancelled claim 16) filed May 26, 2009 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
The Examiner would like to point out that this action is made final (See MPEP 706.07a). 

Drawings 

2. Drawing Objection has been withdrawn in this office action based on amendment filed on 
May 26, 2009. 

Claims Objection 

3. Claims 10, 12 objections have been withdrawn in this office action based on amendment 
filed on May 26, 2009. 

Priority 

4. The priority claim to the Australia application No. 2002953500 filed on December 20, 
2002 is hereby acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new 
and useful improvement thereof may obtain a patent therefore, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 
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5. Claims 1 and 14 rejection under35 U.S.C. 101 has been withdrawn in this office action 
based on applicant's argument filed on May 26, 2009. 

6. Examiner maintains the claims 15 and 26 rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

7. Claim 15 (and dependent claims 16-25) is non-statutory because the claim interpreted as 
a system/apparatus and fails to be claimed in conjunction with hardware. The components 
claimed, (i.e. A search result reporting engine) is interpreted as being implemented by software. 
Software per se, does not fall within a statutory category of patentability. Appropriate correction 
required. 

8. Claim 26 is non- statutory because it fails to be claimed in conjunction with hardware. 
The components claimed, (i.e. An hierarchical modeler) is interpreted as a system claim being 
implemented by software. Software per se, does not fall within a statutory category of 
patentability. Appropriate correction required. 

Double Patenting - Duplicate Claims 

9. Double Patenting rejection of duplicate claims 16 and 21 has been withdrawn in this 
action based on amendment filed on May 26, 2009 by cancelling claim 16. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1-3, 7-8, 14-17, and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adler et al. United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0033295 Al in view of 
Szabo United States Patent Publication No. 2005/0165766 Al. 

As per claim 1 : 

Adler et al. teach a system: retrieving search results from one or more search engines 
(Par . 102); filtering the retrieved search results according to one or more criteria 

( ( Par . 43). The information would be retrieved based on search parameter (criteria) by 
search engine; extracting locational information from the filtered search results (Par . 

74). 

Adler et al. do not explicitly disclose for the storing and displaying the hierarchy's 
information. However, Szabo teaches a system, storing the locational information in one or 
more output data hierarchies (See Szabo Par. 1 68) ; and displaying the search 
results within the one or more output data hierarchies (See Szabo Par. 118). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in Adler et al. to have the storing and displaying the 
hierarchy's information. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of Adler et al. 
and Szabo before him/her, to modify the system of Adler et al. to include the storing and 
displaying the hierarchies information of Szabo, since it is suggested by Szabo such that, by 
utilizing graphical user interface the tree-based metaphors permit a n-root visualization and 
permit multiple distinct hierarchies to be presented (See Szabo Par. 238). 

As per claim 2: 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, further including the step of transforming a 
search request to a form suitable for each of said one or more search engines (See Adler 
et al. Par. 30). 

As per claim 3 : 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, further including the step of transforming said 
search results from said one or more search engines to a standardised form (See Adler 
et al. Par. 57). The search engine would provide the analysis a fixed form (standardised 
form) after conducting search and filtering the search result). 
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As per claim 7: 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, wherein the step of extracting Locational 
information includes the step of analyzing a taxonomy of the search result (See Adler 

et al. Par. 14). 

As per claim 8: 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, wherein the one or more output hierarchies 
are constructed from the locational information (See Adler et al . Par. 12). 

As per claim 14: 

Adler et al. teach a system, defining search parameters for submission to one or more 
search engines (See Adler et al. Par. 4 3 ) ; passing the search parameters to a 
search engine submitter (See Adler et al . Par. 4 3) ; said search engine submitter 
transforming the search parameters to search terms for each of said one or more search 
engines (See Adler et al. Par. 74) ; receiving results from said one or more 
search engines (See Adler et al. Par. 32 ) ; said search engine submitter 
transforming said results into standardised results having a standardised format (See 
Adler et al. Par. 32); passing the standardised results to a location analyzer (See 
Adler et al . Par. 45) ; said location analyser filtering the standardised results 
according to criteria to produce filtered results (See Adler et al. Par. 57) . 

Adler et al. do not explicitly disclose for the storing and displaying the hierarchy's 
information. However, Szabo teaches a system, passing the filtered results to a hierarchical 
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data modeller (See Szabo Par. 112) ; said hierarchical data modeller extracting 
locational information from said filtered results (See Szabo Par. 1 5 9) ; compiling 
said locational information in an output hierarchy (See Szabo Par . 151) ; and 
displaying the filtered results within the output hierarchy (See Szabo Par. 118). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in Adler et al. to have the storing and displaying the 
hierarchy's information. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of Adler et al. 
and Szabo before him/her, to modify the system of Adler et al. to include the storing and 
displaying the hierarchies information of Szabo, since it is suggested by Szabo such that, by 
utilizing graphical user interface the tree-based metaphors permit a n-root visualization and 
permit multiple distinct hierarchies to be presented (See Szabo Par. 238). 

As per claim 15: 

Adler et al. teach a system, a location analyser means that filters search results 
received from one or more search engines according to one or more criteria (See Adler 
et al. Par. 43). 

Adler et al. do not explicitly disclose for the hierarchy's information. However, Szabo 
teaches a system, a hierarchical data modeller means that extracts locational information 
from the filtered search results and compiles said search results into output hierarchies 
based upon the locational information (See Szabo Par. 151). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in Adler et al. to have the storing and displaying the 
hierarchy's information. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of Adler et al. 
and Szabo before him/her, to modify the system of Adler et al. to include the storing and 
displaying the hierarchies information of Szabo, since it is suggested by Szabo such that, by 
utilizing graphical user interface the tree-based metaphors permit a n-root visualization and 
permit multiple distinct hierarchies to be presented ( See Szabo Par. 238). 

As per claim 17: 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, further comprising a Report Renderer means 
that displays the search results within the output hierarchies (See Szabo Par. 151). 

As per claim 21: 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, further comprising a search engine submitter 
means adapted to accept a search query from a user and to submit the search query to one 
or more search engines (See Adler et al. Par. 57). 

As per claim 22: 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, wherein search engine submitter reformats the 
search query for each search engine (See Adler et al. Par. 57). 
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As per claim 23 : 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, further comprising a storage means for 
storage of search results and hierarchies (See Adler et al. Par. 121). 

12. Claim 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adler et al. 
United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0033295 Al in view of Szabo United States Patent 
Publication No. 2005/0165766 Al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-8, 14-17, and 21-23 and further in 
view of Gardner United States Patent Publication No. 2003/01771 12 Al . 

As per claim 4: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the removing duplicates. However, 
Gardner teaches a system, wherein the criteria for filtering includes removing duplicates 

(See Gardner Par. 130). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the ability 
of removing duplicates. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of combination 
of Adler et al. and Szabo and Gardner before him/her, to modify the system of combination of 
Adler et al. and Szabo to include the ability of removing duplicates of Gardner, since it is 
suggested by Gardner such that, by removing the duplicate the sorted list which was created by 
the system would be shorter and it is easy to identify document set (See Gardner Par. 
130). 
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13. Claims 5 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adler et 
al. United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0033295 Al in view of Szabo United States Patent 
Publication No. 2005/0165766 Al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-8, 14-17, and 21-23 and further in 
view of Ryu United States Patent No. 6,321,227 Bl. 

As per claim 5: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the URL analysis. However, Ryu 
teaches a system, wherein the step of extracting locational information includes the step of 
analyzing a URL of the search result (See Ryu Col. 3 lines 55-63). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the ability 
of analyzing URL. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of combination 
of Adler et al. and Szabo and Ryu before him/her, to modify the system of combination of Adler 
et al. and Szabo to include the ability of analyzing URL of Ryu, since it is suggested by Ryu 
such that, by re-analyzing the URL, it makes it easy to find Uniform Resource locator for 
specific address (See Ryu Col. 3 lines 55-63). 

As per claim 13: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the storing search results and 
hierarchies. However, Ryu teaches a system, further including the step of storing search 
results and hierarchies (See Ryu Col. 3 lines 5-7). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the storing 
search results and hierarchies. This modification would have been obvious because a person 
having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of 
combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Ryu before him/her, to modify the system of 
combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the storing search results and hierarchies of 
Ryu, since it is suggested by Ryu such that, by providing information for specific location after 
analyzing the locations of the information is disclosed and reduces the amount of transmitting 
data and time, the amount of data to be stored in the web searcher computer ( See Ryu 
Abstract) . 

14. Claims 6, 9, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adler 
et al. United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0033295 Al in view of Szabo United States 
Patent Publication No. 2005/0165766 Al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-8, 14-17, and 21-23 and 
further in view of Luke United States Patent Publication No. 2002/01 16402 Al. 

As per claim 6: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the file system analysis. However, 
Luke teaches a system, wherein the step of extracting locational information includes the 
step of analyzing a file system location of the search result (See Luke Abstract) . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the file 
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system analysis. This modification would have been obvious because a person having ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of combination of Adler 
et al. and Szabo and Luke before him/her, to modify the system of combination of Adler et al. 
and Szabo to include the file system analysis of Luke, since it is suggested by Luke such that, by 
analyzing the file system it would easy to identify the duplicate content in a plurality of different 
files and this would improve the content searching and the search result would include fewer 
duplicate results (See Luke Abstract) . 

As per claim 9: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the merging the search result. 
However, Luke teaches a system, further including the steps of retrieving further search 
results from one or more search engines and merging the search results to the one or more 
output hierarchies (See Luke Par. 16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the 
merging the search result. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of combination 
of Adler et al. and Szabo and Luke before him/her, to modify the system of combination of Adler 
et al. and Szabo to include the merging the search result of Luke, since it is suggested by Luke 
such that, during merging duplicate copies are deleted, to be replaced by indexes which identify 
the inclusion of the remaining Information Component within files at a number of different 
logical positions in the directory structure (See Luke Par. 16) . 
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As per claim 24: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the merging the search result. 
However, Luke teaches a system, wherein the storage means provide the capacity to merge 
new results with stored results (See Luke Par. 16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the 
merging the search result. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of combination 
of Adler et al. and Szabo and Luke before him/her, to modify the system of combination of Adler 
et al. and Szabo to include the merging the search result of Luke, since it is suggested by Luke 
such that, during merging, duplicate copies are deleted, to be replaced by indexes which identify 
the inclusion of the remaining Information Component within files at a number of different 
logical positions in the directory structure (See Luke Par . 16) . 

15. Claims 10, 12, 18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adler et al. United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0033295 Al in view of Szabo United 
States Patent Publication No. 2005/0165766 Al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-8, 14-17, and 21-23 
and further in view of Makus et al. United States Patent Publication No. 2002/0059210 Al. 

As per claim 10: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the manipulating output hierarchies 
to move search result. However, Makus et al. teach a system, further including the steps of 
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manipulating said output hierarchies to collapse, expand, move or flag said search results 

(See Makus et al. Par. 19). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the 
manipulating output hierarchies to move search result. This modification would have been 
obvious because a person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
having the teachings of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Makus et al. before him/her, 
to modify the system of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the manipulating output 
hierarchies to move search result of Makus ct al., since it is suggested by Makus et al. such that, 
by separating user's added data , both the data structure and the ordered array can be updated and 
moved to a different device without changing user added data ( S e e Makus et al. Par. 
19). 

As per claim 12: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the sorting and prioritizing. 
However, Makus et al. teach a system, further including the steps of sorting and prioritizing 
the search results within an output hierarchy or between output hierarchies (See Makus 
et al. Par. 67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the sorting 
and prioritizing. This modification would have been obvious because a person having ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of combination of Adler 
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et al. and Szabo and Makus et al. before him/her, to modify the system of combination of Adler 
et al. and Szabo to include the sorting and prioritizing of Makus et al, since it is suggested by 
Makus et al. such that, the categories in the index search is presorted in alphabetical or any other 
order in the hierarchical tree structure and this sorting would provide easy access to the data in 
the tree structure (See Makus et al . Par. 67). 

As per claim 18: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the manipulating output hierarchies 
to move search result. However, Makus et al. teach a system, further comprising means for 
manipulating said hierarchies to collapse, expand, move or flag said search results (See 
Makus et al. Par. 19). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the 
manipulating output hierarchies to move search result. This modification would have been 
obvious because a person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
having the teachings of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Makus et al. before him/her, 
to modify the system of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the manipulating output 
hierarchies to move search result of Makus et al., since it is suggested by Makus et al. such that, 
by separating user's added data , both the data structure and the ordered array can be updated and 
moved to a different device without changing user added data (See Makus et al . Par . 
19). 
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As per claim 20: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the sorting and prioritizing and 
display in hierarchies. However, Makus et al. teach a system, further comprising a display 
means that sorts and prioritizes the search results within a display hierarchy or between 
display hierarchies (See Makus et al . Par. 67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the sorting 
and prioritizing and display in hierarchies. This modification would have been obvious because 
a person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings 
of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Makus et al. before him/her, to modify the system 
of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the sorting and prioritizing and display in 
hierarchies of Makus et al, since it is suggested by Makus et al. such that, the categories in the 
index search is presorted in alphabetical or any other order in the hierarchical tree structure and 
this sorting would provide easy access to the data in the tree structure for display of the 
hierarchical relationship between the nodes based upon an address of the data for a node in the 
memory (See Makus et al. Par. 67). 

16. Claims 1 1 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adler et 
al. United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0033295 Al in view of Szabo United States Patent 
Publication No. 2005/0165766 Al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-8, 14-17, and 21-23 and further in 
view of Iron et al. United States Patent Publication No. 2001/0035885 Al. 
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As per claim 1 1 : 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the adding notes and discussions to 
search result. However, Iron et al. teach a system, further including the steps of adding notes 
and discussions to search results and/or hierarchies (See Iron et al. Par. 66). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the adding 
notes and discussions to search result. This modification would have been obvious because a 
person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings 
of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Iron et al. before him/her, to modify the system of 
combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the adding notes and discussions to search 
result of Iron et al, since it is suggested by Iron et al. such that, by adding information to the 
search result would improve the user chance to locate a wanted site out of a large quantity of 
searchresult (See Iron et al. Par. 66). 

As per claim 19: 

Adler et al. as modified do not explicitly disclose for the adding notes and discussions to 
search result. However, Iron et al. teach a system, further comprising means for adding notes 
and discussions to search results and/or hierarchies (See Iron et al. Par. 66). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the adding 
notes and discussions to search result. This modification would have been obvious because a 
person having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings 
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of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Iron et al. before him/her, to modify the system of 
combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the adding notes and discussions to search 
result of Iron et al, since it is suggested by Iron et al. such that, by adding information to the 
search result would improve the user chance to locate a wanted site out of a large quantity of 
searchresult (See Iron et al . Par. 66). 

17. Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adler et al. 
United States Patent Publication No. 2003/0033295 Al in view of Szabo United States Patent 
Publication No. 2005/0165766 Al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-8, 14-17, and 21-23 and further in 
view of Mathews et al. United States Patent No. 5,359,723. 

As per claim 25: 

Adler et al. as modified teach a system, wherein the hierarchical data modeller 
comprises means for extracting location and meta information from a search engine result 
set (See Szabo Par. 1 1 2 ); means for compiling the location and meta information 
into a hierarchical storage location ( See Szabo Par . 151); and means for retrieving 
and displaying like information from the storage location (See Szabo Par. 118). 

Adler as modified do not exclusively disclose for the N-way hierarchical storage location. 
However, Mathews et al. teach a system comprises N-way hierarchical storage location (See 
Mathews et al . Col. 2 lines 42-52). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the N-way 
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hierarchical storage location. This modification would have been obvious because a person 
having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of 
combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Mathews et al. before him/her, to modify the system 
of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the N-way hierarchical storage location of 
Mathews et al, since it is suggested by Mathews et al. such that, the second level write back 
cache memory is optimized to complement the first level write through cache memory (See 
Mathews et al . Col. 2 lines 29-52). 

As per claim 26: 

Adler et al. teach a system comprising: means for retrieving like information from the 
storage location (See Adler et al. Par. 121). 

Adler et al. do not explicitly disclose for the hierarchy's information. However, Szabo 
teaches a system, means for extracting location and meta information from a search engine 
result set (See Szabo Par. 112) ; means for compiling the location and meta 
information into a hierarchical storage location (See Szabo Par . 151) . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in Adler et al. to have the storing and displaying the 
hierarchy's information. This modification would have been obvious because a person having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of Adler et al. 
and Szabo before him/her, to modify the system of Adler et al. to include the storing and 
displaying the hierarchies information of Szabo, since it is suggested by Szabo such that, by 
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utilizing graphical user interface the tree-based metaphors permit a n-root visualization and 
permit multiple distinct hierarchies to be presented (See Szabo Par . 238) . 

Adler as modified do not exclusively disclose for the N-way hierarchical storage location. 
However, Mathews et al. teach a system comprises N-way hierarchical storage location (See 
Mathews et al . Col. 2 lines 42-52). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system disclosed in combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to have the N-way 
hierarchical storage location. This modification would have been obvious because a person 
having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, having the teachings of 
combination of Adler et al. and Szabo and Mathews et al. before him/her, to modify the system 
of combination of Adler et al. and Szabo to include the N-way hierarchical storage location of 
Mathews et al, since it is suggested by Mathews et al. such that, the second level write back 
cache memory is optimized to complement the first level write through cache memory (See 
Mathews et al . Col. 2 lines 29-52). 



Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant contends that references are not obvious to be combined. Examiner 
respectfully disagrees with the applicant. Since all references which are cited for rejection of the 
claims of instant application utilizing computer products; like database management system 
(RDBMS), and application software, and tools to develop their application therefore it is obvious 
to combine these references and establish prima facie case of obviousness for combining these 
references. 
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19. Applicant contends that Adler fail to teach or suggest" one or more output hierarchies or 
a hierarchical data modeler ". Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant. Adler as 
modified teach a method which perform analysis by associating key semantic findings 
information in hierarchical taxonomy structure for organizing key concepts and establish 
relationships among them (See Adler et al . Par. 15), 

And Szabo teaches a method by utilizing user interfaces for populating the content object 
hierarchy and displaying hierarchical information through this graphical user interface See 
Szabo Par. 92 and fig IE) . 

20. Applicant contends that Adler fail to teach or suggest" relevancy filter". Examiner 
respectfully disagrees with applicant. Adler et al. as modified teach a method that utilizes a 
search engine for conducting search and filtering the relevancy search result and providing the 
analysis to a user (See Adler et al . Par. 30). 

2 1 . Applicant contends that Adler fail to teach or suggest " output data hierarchy ". 
Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant. Adler et al. as modified teach a method which 
provide and display the output hierarchical information (data) (See Adler et al. Par. 
15 and Szabo Par. 92 and fig IE) . 

22. Applicant contends that Adler et al. as modified fail to teach or suggest " locational 
information ". Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant. Adler et al. as modified teach a 
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method which provides an identifier to the location of the relevant information in the document 
and the search engine would be able to extract these locational information ( See Adl er et 
al. Par. 103-104 and Szabo Par. 168). 

23. Applicant's arguments for the rest of claims are related to the independent claims 1, 14- 
15, and 26. Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant because of above explanation. 

Conclusion 

24. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fariborz Khoshnoodi whose telephone number is 571-270-1005. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH every other F 8:00-4:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Fariborz Khoshnoodi 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2164 

/FK/ 

/Charles Rones/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



